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Remarks/Arguments: 

Summary of Changes Made 

By this Amendment, claims 2, 6 and 8 have been amended, claims 5, 7 and 9-13 
have been canceled and claims 14-26 have been added to the application. Accordingly, 
claims 1-4, 6, 8 and 14-26 are pending. No new matter has been added to the 
application. 

Election/Restriction 

In the prior Office Action, the Examiner acknowledged applicant's election of 
Group I, claims 1-5. The Examiner withdrew the restriction requirement with respect to 
Group II, claims 6-9, which were thus rejoined, but maintained the restriction 
requirement with respect to Groups III and IV, claims 10-11 and 12-13, respectively. 
Claims 10-13 were withdrawn from consideration. By this Amendment, applicant has 
canceled the non-elected subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §112, 1|2 

Also in the prior Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 6-9 under 35 U.S.C. 
§112, 1J2, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. The Examiner also rejected 
claims 6-9 under 35 U.S.C. §101 as being recited in the form of "use" claims rather than 
as "method" claims. The Examiner indicated that applicant could overcome the 
rejections by rewriting the "use" claims in "method" format. 

By this Amendment, applicant has rewritten claim 6 using the proper method 
claim format. Amended claim 6 includes most of the claim language suggested by the 
Examiner in the prior Office Action, but does not include a Markush group that identifies 
specific disorders. Claim 6, as amended, is drawn to a method of inhibiting dopamine- 
s-hydroxylase in treating any disorder where a reduction in the hydroxylation of 
dopamine to noradrenaline is of therapeutic benefit comprising administering a 
compound according to claim 1 to a patient in need thereof. Claim 8, which now 
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depends from claim 6, has the same scope as the claim suggested by the Examiner in 
the prior Office Action. 

Objections 

The Examiner objected to claim 5 in the prior Office Action as being a substantial 
duplicate of claim 1 . By this Amendment, applicant has canceled claim 5 from the 
application. 

New Claims 

By this Amendment, applicant added new claims 14-26 to round out applicant's 
claim coverage. New claim 14 depends from claim 1 and claims specific compounds 
according to claim 1 and their pharmaceutically acceptable salts. Amended claim 2 
claims the hydrochloride salt form of the compounds claimed in new claim 14. 

New claim 15 claims a pharmaceutical composition comprising (S)-5-{2- 
aminoethyl)-1 -(5,7-difluoro-1 ,2,3,4-tetrahydronaphthalen-2-yl)-1 ,3-dihydroimidazole-2- 
thione or a pharmaceutically acceptable salt thereof. New claim 16 claims the 
pharmaceutical composition according to claim 15 wherein the pharmaceutically 
acceptable salt is ('Sj-5-(2-aminoethyl)-1-(5,7-difluoro-1,2,3,4-tetrahydronaphthalen-2- 
yl)-1,3-dihydroimidazole-2-thione hydrochloride. New claim 17 claims a pharmaceutical 
composition comprising ('Rj-5-(2-aminoethyl)-1 -(6-hydroxychroman-3-yl)-1 ,3- 
dihydroimidazole-2-thione or a pharmaceutically acceptable salt thereof. New claim 18 
claims the pharmaceutical composition according to claim 17 wherein the 
pharmaceutically acceptable salt is (7^-5-(2-aminoethyl)-1-(6-hydroxychroman-3-yl)-1,3- 
dihydroimidazole-2-thione hydrochloride. New claim 19 claims a pharmaceutical 
composition comprising ('Rj-5-(2-aminoethyl)-1 -(8-hydroxychroman-3-yl)-1 ,3- 
dihydroimidazole-2-thione or a pharmaceutically acceptable salt thereof. And, new 
claim 20 claims the pharmaceutical composition according to claim 19 wherein the 
pharmaceutically acceptable salt is ('f? / )-5-(2-aminoethyl)-1-(8-hydroxychroman-3-yl)-1,3- 
dihydroimidazole-2-thione hydrochloride. The compounds that are now claimed 
individually in new claims 15-20 were removed claim 2 or not included in claim 14. 
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New claim 21 claims the compound according to claim 1 wherein n is 1 . New 
claim 22 the compound according to claim 1 wherein n is 2. New claim 23 claims the 
compound according to claim 1 wherein n is 3. New claim 24 claims the compound 
according to claim 1 wherein X is oxygen. New claim 25 claims the compound 
according to claim 1 wherein X is CH 2 . And, new claim 26 claims the compound 
according to claim 1 wherein one of Ri, R 2 and R 3 signifies hydrogen, and the remaining 
two of Ri, R 2 and R 3 signify fluorine. 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, claims 1-4, 6, 8 and 14-26 are believed to be in 
condition for allowance. The issuance of a timely Notice of Allowance is therefore 
respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

RANKIN, HILL, PORTER & CLARK, L.L.P. 

/Randolph E. Diqqes, III/ 

Randolph E. Digges, III 
Reg. No. 40,590 

925 Euclid Avenue 
Suite 700 

Cleveland, Ohio 44115-1405 
(216) 566-9700 
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